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SECURITY SYSTEM AND METHOD

RELATED APPLICATIONS

This application is a divisional of U.S. patent application
Ser. No. 13/550,422 filed Jul. 16, 2012, which is a continua-
tion of U.S. patent application Ser. No. 12/882,103 filed Sep.
14,2010, which is a divisional of U.S. patent application Ser.
No. 10/902,683 filed Jul. 28, 2004, which claims priority to
U.S. Provisional Patent Application No. 60/528,148, filed
Dec. 9, 2003, from all of which priority is claimed and which
are all incorporated by reference.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates to data security, and more
particularly, this invention relates to methods and circuits for
secure transmission of data.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Automatic identification (“Auto-ID”) technology is used to
help machines identify objects and capture data automati-
cally. One of the earliest Auto-ID technologies was the bar
code, which uses an alternating series of thin and wide bands
that can be digitally interpreted by an optical scanner. This
technology gained widespread adoption and near-universal
acceptance with the designation of the universal product code
(“UPC”) —a standard governed by an industry-wide consor-
tium called the Uniform Code Council. Formally adopted in
1973, the UPC is one of the most ubiquitous symbols present
onvirtually all manufactured goods today and has allowed for
enormous efficiency in the tracking of goods through the
manufacturing, supply, and distribution of various goods.

However, the bar code still requires manual interrogation
by a human operator to scan each tagged object individually
with a scanner. This is a line-of-sight process that has inherent
limitations in speed and reliability. In addition, the UPC bar
codes only allow for manufacturer and product type informa-
tion to be encoded into the barcode, not the unique item’s
serial number. The bar code on one milk carton is the same as
every other, making it impossible to count objects or indi-
vidually check expiration dates.

Currently cartons are marked with barcode labels. These
printed labels have over 40 “standard” layouts, can be mis-
printed, smeared, mis-positioned and mis-labeled, transit,
these outer labels are often damaged or lost. Upon receipt, the
pallets typically have to be broken-down and each case
scanned into an enterprise system. Error rates at each point in
the supply chain have been 4-18% thus creating a billion
dollar inventory visibility problem. Only with radio fre-
quency identification (“RFID”) does the physical layer of
actual goods automatically tie into software applications, to
provide accurate tracking.

The emerging RFID technology employs aradio frequency
(“RF”) wireless link and ultra-small embedded computer
chips, to overcome these barcode RFID technology allows
physical objects to be identified and tracked via these wireless
“tags”. It functions like a bar code that communicates to the
reader automatically without needing manual line-of-sight
scanning or singulation of the objects, RFID promises to
radically transform the retail, pharmaceutical, and transpor-
tation industries.
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The advantages of RFIDs over bar code are summarized in
Table 1:

TABLE 1

Barcode RFID

Identification without visual
contact

Able to read/write

Able to store information in tag
Information can be renewed
anytime

Unique item identification

Need line-of-sight to read

Read only
Only a barcode number
Barcode number is fixed

Category level tagging only-no
unique item identifier

Unable to read if barcode is damaged Can withstand harsh environment

Use once Reusable
Low cost Higher cost
Less Flexibility Higher Flexibility/Value

As shown in FIG. 1, an RFID system 100 includes a tag
102, a reader 104, and an optional server 106. The tag 102
includes an IC chip and an antenna. The IC chip includes a
digital decoder needed to execute the computer commands
the tag 102 receives from the tag reader 104. The IC chip also
includes a power supply circuit to extract and regulate power
from the RF reader; a detector to decode signals from the
reader; a transmitter to send data back to the reader; anti-
collision protocol circuits; and at least enough EEPROM
memory to store its EPC code.

Communication begins with a reader 104 sending out sig-
nals to find the tag 102. When the radio wave hits the tag 102
and the tag 102 recognizes the reader’s signal, the reader 104
decodes the data programmed into the tag 102. The informa-
tion is then passed to a server 106 for processing. By tagging
a variety of items, information about the nature and location
of goods can be known instantly and automatically.

The system uses reflected or “backscattered” radio fre-
quency (RF) waves to transmit information from the tag 102
to the reader 104. Since passive (Class-1 and Class-2.) tags
get all of their power from the reader signal, the tags are only
powered when in the beam of the reader 104.

The Auto ID Center EPC-Compliant tag classes are set
forth below:

Class-1

Identity tags (RE user programmable, maximum range 3

m)

Lowest cost (ADC Targets: 5¢ moving down to 2¢ in tril-

lion-unit/yr volumes)

Class-2

Memory tags (8 bits to 128 Mbits programmable at maxi-

mum 3 m range)

Security & privacy protection

Low cost (AIDC Targets: typically 10¢ at billion-unit vol-

umes)

Class-3

Battery tags (256 bits to 64 Kb)

Self-Powered Backscatter (internal clock, sensor interface

support)

100 meter range

Moderate cost (Targets: $50currently, $5 in 2 years, 20¢ at

billion-unit volumes)

Class-4

Active tags

Active transmission (permits tag-speaks-first operating

modes)

Up to 30,000 meter range

Higher cost (Targets: $10 in 2 years, 30¢ in billion-unit

volumes)
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Semi-passive and active tags have a battery to provide
power to the chip. This greatly increases read range, and the
reliability of tag reads, because the tag doesn’t need power
from the reader. Class-3 tags only need a 10 mV signal from
the reader in comparison to the 500 mV that a Class-1 tag
needs to operate. This 2,500:1 reduction in power require-
ment permits Class-3 tags to operate out to a distance of 100
meters or more compared with a Class-1 range of only about
3 meters.

Use of tags presents certain challenges. One particularly
pervasive challenge has been providing data security without
requiring complex processing and memory capabilities. For
instance, unsecure data exchanged between the tag and reader
is exposed to eavesdroppers. Moreover, a rogue reader can not
only read the tag, but also extract information therefrom and
even change or disable the tag.

Security schemes have become more complex in an
attempt to thwart hackers. However, with the increased com-
plexity come other requirements, including increased pro-
cessing power and the resultant increased power demands.
The important factors for any RFID implementation are
power, cost and speed. The system can only use functionality
up to what each side can handle. So while the reader can
handle more complex functions, tag capabilities are limited
by power and the need for small, low-cost chips.

Therefore it would be desirable to create an encryption
scheme that is simple yet secure and reliable.

It would also be desirable to provide security that does not
require a secure environment for the exchange of data.

It would also be desirable to provide security that uses
“resources” already residing within the tag/reader.

It would also be desirable to provide security that imple-
ments some combination of security and authentication.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention provides methodology and circuitry
for secure data transmission that is fast and secure, and that
can be implemented with a minimum amount of hardware.

A method for exchanging data according to one embodi-
ment includes transmitting a packet of data from a first device
to a second device, the packet of data comprising an unen-
crypted command and an encrypted payload. Systems and
computer program products implementing the method are
also herein disclosed.

Other aspects and advantages of the present invention will
become apparent from the following detailed description,
which, when taken in conjunction with the drawings, illus-
trate by way of example the principles of the invention.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

For a fuller understanding of the nature and advantages of
the present invention, as well as the preferred mode of use,
reference should be made to the following detailed descrip-
tion read in conjunction with the accompanying drawings.

FIG. 1 is a system diagram of an RFID system.

FIG. 2 is a flow diagram of a method for simple, secure
exchange of random numbers according to one embodiment.

FIG. 3 is aflow process of an illustrative sequence of events
in a process for simple, secure exchange of random numbers
according to one embodiment.

FIG. 4 is a flow diagram of a method for simple, secure
exchange of random numbers with CRC verification accord-
ing to one embodiment.

FIG. 5 is a top level block diagram of a security circuit
according to one embodiment.
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FIG. 6 is a top level diagram of the encode/decode block of
the circuit of FIG. 5.

FIG. 7 is a top level diagram of the random code generator
block of the circuit of FIG. 5.

FIG. 8 is a top level diagram of the password code genera-
tor block of the circuit of FIG. 5.

FIG. 9 is atop level diagram of the clock generator block of
the circuit of FIG. 5.

FIG. 10 is a graphical depiction of a packet of data.

FIG. 11 is a simplified diagram of a circuit for generating
pseudo-random numbers.

FIG. 12 is a simplified diagram of a circuit for generating
DES coding with variable cycle offset.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The following description is the best embodiment pres-
ently contemplated for carrying out the present invention.
This description is made for the purpose of illustrating the
general principles of the present invention and is not meant to
limit the inventive concepts claimed herein.

The present invention disclosed herein is best described as
a secret key, exchanged random key encryption system. In
describing the method and device for its implementation,
examples will be provided. These examples are not intended
to be an exhaustive description of each potential configura-
tion, but to show how one potential circuit may be configured.
Variables may have initial conditions, which when chosen,
have better results than other initial values. These variables
and configurations are for illustration purpose only, and do
not suggest the only values which may be utilized.

The present invention allows a plain message, in a known
and unencrypted form to be modified in a known way such
that a cipher message is generated. This cipher message is
intended to allow a secure method for transmission through
open channels. A potential use would be to allow private
conversations (device to device) over a public medium (such
as radio frequency RF) of but not limited to, commands, data
streams, and text messages. It is described as a serial to serial
transmission medium. It may also be used for other types of
transmission mediums such as parallel transmission). Addi-
tionally, the principles and circuitry set forth herein are appli-
cable to any type of system where a first device communicates
with a second device. For example, the devices can include
computers, telephones, personal digital assistants (“PDAs”)
and other handheld devices, digital cameras, combinations
thereof, etc. However, for simplicity, much of the description
shall refer to an RFID system in which a reader communicates
with one or more RFID tags.

Used in this document are terms which need defining.
These definitions are used as an example and to aid in discus-
sion. There are in no way exhaustive in their description and
should be understood as such.

Plain text or Plain message: is a body of information, in a
known format, which is understood by both the transmitting
party and the receiving party. It may also be understood by
any unknown third party who is able to observe the informa-
tion.

Encrypted text or encrypted message: is a body of infor-
mation, in a scrambled format, which is only understood by
the transmitting and receiving parties. Any third party who
may view the information should not be able to understand
the content, thus, keeping the information secret.

Shared Password (Secret Code): Selected blocks of infor-
mation of known length and content which have been passed
from the transmitter to the receiver in a previously secure
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manner and is not open to scrutiny of third parties. This
information forms the basis of codes to secure future com-
munications.

Random number: One of a sequence of numbers consid-
ered appropriate for satisfying certain statistical tests or
believed to be free from conditions that might bias the result
of a calculation.

Simple Secure Exchange of Random Numbers

A first embodiment provides a process for simple, secure
exchange of random numbers. FIG. 2 is a flow diagram of a
general overview of the method 200. In operation 202, a first
device, e.g., a reader generates a first challenge code (C1)
including a random number. In operation 204, a second
device, e.g., a tag, receives the challenge (C1). In operation
206, the tag uses a “known secret” to decode the first chal-
lenge (C1) and extract the random number from the first
device. Using this decoded random number from first device,
the tag encodes a response (C2) in operation 208, the response
(C2) including a random number from the second device, In
operation 210, the first device, upon receiving the challenge
response (C2), decodes the second challenge (C2) and
retrieves the random number of the second device.

The “known secret” can be a secret code (e.g., sequence of
bits) and herein referred to as a “password” known to both the
reader and tag. To share the password, the tag can be initiated
in aknown, secure environment and loaded with the password
so there is almost no chance of the password being captured
by a third party. Preferably, each tag has a unique password,
which can correspond to the serial number of the tag, etc. For
instance, the manufacturer of the tag can set a password for
each tag. A subsequent purchaser can enter the original pass-
word, and rewrite the tag with new password, thereby allow-
ing the current owner to control ownership of each tag. The
tag can be configured to not function in secure mode until the
proper password is presented.

The reader is also loaded with the passwords for each tag
anticipated to be in communication with the reader. Note that
because the reader is typically more complex than the tags,
the reader can at any time download the passwords from a
computer, the internet, a wireless link to a remote source, etc.

FIG. 3 graphically depicts an illustrative sequence of
events 300 in a process for simple, secure exchange of ran-
dom numbers. The reader generates a first random number
302 locally. In this example, the random number 302 is a 16
bit random number (RN16_R), but can be of any size. One
skilled in the art will understand the increased processing
requirements that accompany random numbers of increased
size.

One way to generate a 16 bit random number is to spin an
oscillator having 16 states and stop at random to create, for
example four random bits. This may be repeated as necessary
to generate 16 or more seedless numbers. White RN16_R can
be generated by any suitable mechanism, because the reader
is more complex than the tag, i.e., more capable than the tag,
the reader can generate a random number that is of higher
quality (cryptographically) than that generated by the tag.
Preferably, the random numbers are not generated from a
seed, as an imposter could potentially cause the tag or reader
to restart, which would start the sequence over again and the
password could be extracted by “brute force” analysis of the
repeating sequences.

The reader then Exclusively OR’s (“XOR’s”) the first ran-
domnumber (RN16_R) with a password corresponding to the
particular tag to be communicated with to generate a first
challenge code (C1) 304, where:

C1=(RN16_RPKillPass(31:16))
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In this example, the password is a 32 bit Kill password upper
half(31:16), but can be of any suitable size and content per the
desires of the programmer.

Exclusive ORing is preferred because it provides good
security but can be implemented with only four transistors per
bit. This simplicity makes the disclosed method very suitable
for RFID tags, in that the processing circuitry can be mini-
mized.

Exclusive ORing provides good security in that any num-
ber XORed against a random number is indistinguishable
from a larger random number, i.e., the data (RN16_R and
KillPass) in the XORed challenge is effectively hidden. To
put it another way, scrambling the random number with a
password hides both the password and the random number
itself.

The reader then transmits the first challenge code (C1) 304
to the tag.

The tag receives the first challenge (C1) 304 and uses its
copy of the Kill password MSB half to decode C1 by per-
forming an inverse XOR function on the first challenge:

RN16_R(@Tag)=(C1PKillPass(31:16)).

The tag generates a random number (RN16_T) 306, either
before or after receiving the first challenge (C1) 304. The tag
then combines this second random number (RN16_T) 306
with the decoded first random number (RN16_R) from the
reader in the first challenge (C1) 304 using an Exclusive OR
function to generate a second challenge (C2) 308:

C2=(RN16_BRN16_T)

The second challenge code (C2) 308 is then transmitted to the
reader.

The reader receives the second challenge (C2) 308 and uses
its previously generated random number (RN16_R) 302 to
perform an inverse Exclusive OR on the challenge (C2) 308
and retrieve the tag’s random number 306:

RN16_T(@RDR)=(C2DRN16_R)

Note that the exchange does not necessarily need to be
performed in the order set forth above. For instance, the tag
could generate its random number (RN16_T) 306 prior to
receiving the first challenge, etc.

Now the reader has a secure version of the tag’s RN16_T
306 and the tag has a secure version of the reader’s RN16_R
302. Additional exchange cycles may be completed to
exchange “larger” blocks of data using new versions of the
random numbers from the reader and/or the tag. More infor-
mation on such exchanges shall be set forth below.

Additionally, because the reader is more capable than the
tag, the random number (RN16_R) from the reader can be
cryptographic in nature (higher quality) while the random
number (RN16_T) from the tag doesn’thave to be (i.e., can be
apseudo random number, a random number based on a seed,
etc.) because the tag’s random number (RN16_T) is encoded
with the higher quality cryptographic number (RN16_R) and
is therefore much more secure. In other words, the high qual-
ity random number from the reader protects the lower quality
random number from the tag. However, it is preferable that
the tag also generate as high a quality of random number as
possible.

This exchange protocol requires only the addition of a
reader RN16 and in some cases, an exchange command.
Additional commands may be used to exchange portions of
the protocol in some specifications. Note that this exchange
protocol does not rely on a KillPassword, but on “some”
secure token. Other tokens could be used as well, including a
token for the express purpose of the exchange protocol.
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The process set forth above thus provides a mechanism for
secure data. transmission. There are a number of ways to
attack a system. Typical examples include use of a rogue
reader, use of a rogue tag, acting as a man in the middle which
reads the information and gains experience, and denial of
service.

The easiest way to break a code is to control the sequence,
because then an imposter can repeat portions of the sequence
over and over again, extract information from the repeating
sequence, then use that information to break other parts of the
code until ultimately the imposter learns how to encrypt the
data and even communicate with the reader or tag directly.
For example, assume a random number only came from the
reader. Then theoretically, an imposter tag would have a hard
time breaking the sequence because nothing repeats. Ifthe tag
does not have the password, it could not break the sequence.
If the imposter tag tried to break it, the exchange starts with
different random number, and would have a different
sequence. So there is no consistency as to what would happen.
Now assume an imposter reader is attempting to break the
sequence. Because the reader is the player supposed to gen-
erate a random number, the imposter reader would generate
the same number over and over to query the tag. From the
tag’s responses, the password can be extracted.

Because the process described above uses two random
numbers (one from the reader and one from the tag), no
imposter, whether tag or reader, can achieve a consistent
result because the exchange always includes a random num-
ber from the other side. Thus, an imposter can never control
the exchange, as the randomness cannot be removed from the
process because some of the randomness is from reader and
sonic is from tag, and the process cannot be forced to repeat
itself.

Simple Secure Tag/Reader Authentication Using Cyclical
Redundancy Checks (CRCs)

There has thus far been presented a system and method
where if the password is correct, an exchange can happen. If
either the tag or reader is nefarious (i.e., uses the wrong
password), the exchange fails, nothing happens, and the pass-
word remains safe.

Building on the above, it is desirable to authenticate the
exchange to ensure that the tag or reader is who it claims to be
rather. than an imposter. To that end, the present invention is
also capable of verifying that the challenges are authentic,
i.e., have not been modified by an imposter. Particularly, the
present invention calculates and adds a CRC to the packet to
ensure that the correct random number was received. So
instead of having a pure random number where any result
would be acceptable to the tag, a CRC is added so that only the
original random number will match the CRC value.

Imagine a scenario in which the wrong reader sends a
random number XORed against a password. The tag uses its
password, which is does not match the reader’s password, but
extracts what it thinks is the correct random number. The
passwords don’t match so the tag stops. The point is, the tag
has no way ofknowing whether it is talking to right reader and
doesn’t know it has the right random number or not. By
adding a CRC on the random number, the tag can verify that
it has received the proper. random number. If the CRC indi-
cates that the tag has received a good packet, the tag will know
it is communicating with the proper reader (authentication)
rather than a nefarious reader.

The process can be repeated for the return transmission.
Thetag can generate a CRC for its own random number, XOR
it with the tag’s random number, and send back a second
challenge containing a CRC. When the packet comes back to
the reader, the reader can confirm it has received the proper
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random number, which will only occur if the tag had the
password, had properly decoded the readers random number,
and the CRC matches.

CRCs and XORs are easy to implement in hardware, so this
new process is ideal for RFID systems.

FIG. 4 depicts a process 400 in which CRCs are added to
the exchange. Again, it should be noted that the order that the
operations are performed is not critical and can be varied
where not dependent upon a prior operation. In operation 402
the first device, e.g., reader, generates a first random number
(RN16_R). In operation 404, the reader Exclusively OR’s the
first random number (RN16_R) with a password to generate
a first challenge code (C1). In operation 406, the reader gen-
erates a 16 bit CRC on the first random number and attaches
the CRC to the first challenge:

C1=(RN16_RPKillPass(31:16), CRC(RN16_R))

Note that the CRC can be of any suitable number of bits.

Alternatively, the reader can generate a 16 bit CRC on a
combination of the first random number and the password.
The combination can be merely be a sequential combination
of the random number and password as in:

C1=(RN16_R@KillPass(31:16), CRC(RN16_R+Kill-
Pass))

or vice versa. The combination could also be the result of
XORing the random number and password, as in:

C1=(RN16_R®KillPass(31:16), CRC
(RN16_RPKXillPass))

The reader then sends the first challenge (C1) to the second
device, e.g., tag, in operation 408. In operation 410, the tag
receives and decodes the first challenge (C1) and checks the
RN16_R with the CRC to determine whether the RN16_R is
authentic, i.e., has not been modified by an imposter. If the
CRC doesn’t match the RN16_R, the tag will not accept the
challenge (C1).

In operation 412, the tag generates the second challenge
(C2), and calculates and attaches a CRC of the tag’s random
number to the second challenge (C2):

C2=(RN16_RDRN16_T, CRC(RN16_T))

Inoperation 414, the tag sends the second challenge (C2) to
the reader. In operation 416, the reader receives and decodes
the second challenge (C2). In operation 418, the reader
receives the second challenge (C2) and checks the RN16_T
with the second CRC. If the CRC doesn’t match the RN16_T,
the reader will not accept the challenge (C2).

For subsequent data transmissions protected by random
numbers, the reader and tag can continue to use CRCs to
authenticate the transmissions.

In a variation on the above, the reader can combine the
CRC with its random number (RN16_R) prior to XORing
with the password. Similarly, the tag can combine the second
CRC with its random number (RN16_T) prior to XORing
with the reader’s random number (RN16_R) or random num-
ber plus first CRC. These would create an even larger number,
which would be harder to decode by anefarious party. Inother
words, to the extent that a random number is not truly random,
it would eventually be possible to determine the password.
However, by running a CRC on the random number, the CRC
on the random number is near random itself and so would
require even more processing power and time to break the
encryption.
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Now a level of authentication has been added to the
exchange.

Circuit Implementing Random Numbers for Secure Data
Exchange

FIG. 5 is a top level block diagram of a circuit 500 that will
take a plain message and using the methodology described
herein, encode the message into a ciphered message. This
ciphered message may then be transmitted to the receiver in a
non-secure method. At the receiving end, the same algorithm
is applied to the cipher message to convert it back to a plain
message. This circuit can be implemented in under 1000
gates, and potentially under 400 gates.

Again, this example is not intended to be an exhaustive
description of each potential configuration, but to show how
one potential circuit may be configured. Variables may have
initial conditions, which when chosen, have better results
than other initial values. These variables and configurations
are for illustration purpose only, and do not suggest the only
values which may be utilized.

The circuit 500 includes four blocks: an encode/decode
block 502, a password shift register block 504, a random code
generator block 506, and a clock generator block 508. The
encode/decode block 502 is responsible for the actual con-
version from plain message to cipher message in both the
forward (transmitting) and the backward (receiving) direc-
tions. It uses as inputs the plain information and outputs
encrypted text if the security enable is active (i.e. asserted). In
the reverse direction, the block takes as input, encrypted
information and if security enable is asserted (i.e. active),
decrypts the information. Additionally the encode/decode
block 502 requires the input “scramble bit” which is used to
encrypt or decrypt information.

The password shift register block 504 holds the “secret”
password. For discussion purposes a size of 32 bits has been
selected for this secret password. This secretly generated
value is loaded into the security circuit in a secure method.
This is the “hidden key.” This block also includes a pass clock,
and a password load signal. The password shift register 504
produces a security enable signal, a clock calculation bit, and
an intermediate pass code out value. The pass code out signal
is used in further calculation of the encryption algorithm.

The random code generator block 506 loads the reader
RN16 and the tag RN16 values. For discussion purposes a
size of 32 bits has been selected for this random number key.
The important fact of this value is that to create the full key, a
portion of the random key is determined by each entity. For
the purposes of discussion, we limit the number of entities to
two, and further described them as transactor A and transactor
B. In this case, each transactor (A and B) would provide some
portion of the RN key, which when combined create the RN
key. For illustration, we allow each transactor to provide 50%
of'the key or 16 bits each. As with the password shift register
504, a load signal is also present. The product of the random
code generator 506 is the scramble bit and clock calculation
bit. It is also preferred that a known number of periods, e.g.,
=128, be applied to this system prior to actual use to encrypt
or decrypt text in block 502. This initialization period must be
a synchronized number of cycles known and agreed upon by
all transactors involved in this secured communication.

FIG. 6 is a top level diagram of the encode/decode block
502. The encode/decode block 502 is comprised of two direc-
tions: in and out. Both directions have the need to encrypt and
decrypt the incoming or outgoing information. In creating
cipher information from plain information, going from the
left hand side of FIG. 6 to the right hand side, plain informa-
tion is presented on incoming signal A. The signal A is com-
bined with the enabled scramble bit using an Exclusive OR
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function. If the scramble bit is not asserted or the security
enable bit is unasserted, the plain information is passed from
the input (A) to the output (B). When Security is enabled
(asserted) and the scramble bit is also asserted the value of A
is XORed with A, effectively inverting the output state at
signal B. (See Table 2).

TABLE 2
XOR truth table
Signal A Enabled scramble Signal B
(in 1) bit (in 2) (out)
0 0 0
0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0

This effectively scrambles or encrypts the information
because the calculated value of the enabled scramble bit is
unknown by third party observation of the output signal B. It
is the calculation of the scramble bit which provides the
security algorithm. Without knowing or being able to calcu-
late the scramble bit, the encrypted information is secure. The
converse is also true. By using the calculated value of the
enabled scramble bit, the incoming signal can be correctly
decrypted. Because the scramble bit is calculated the same
way by both transactors (transactor A and transactor B), each
is able to encode and decode the encrypted information. Care
must be taken when applying information to either the right
hand side or left hand side for encryption or decryption, to
provide only valid information while the run signal is asserted
or during active encrypt or decrypt periods. Run should be
asserted once for each new value of the incoming information
such that it generates one value of outgoing information.
Synchronization between the sending transactor and receiv-
ing transactor require information and the run signal to oper-
ate in a one for one manor (i.e. each run period should be
applied to the next single value of information). For purposes
of this discussion, the term Data Clock will apply to this
period. Therefore, for each Data Clock period, a new value of
scramble bit and a new value of incoming information need to
be present when the run signal is asserted (active). No infor-
mation is translated from encrypted to decrypted (or visa
versa) during periods when run is inactive. Run may remain
inactive for an unspecified number of Data Clock periods.

FIG. 7 is a top level diagram of the random code generator
block 506. The random code generator 506 creates the
scramble bit signal. This block is initially loaded and
“seeded” with the RN key, by preloading the shift register to
initialize the algorithm. Some portion of this code comes
from the local transactor and some portion from the remote
transactor. It is combined in a known and synchronized fash-
ion creating the RN key which is then loaded into the random
code generator’s shift register. The shift register is then
clocked or run for aknown number of cycles, thus, initializing
the encryption algorithm. At this point the random code gen-
erator 506 is ready to help calculate the scramble bitto encode
or decode information.

The shift register shown in FIG. 7 is 32 bit. The 32 bit value
was selected for illustration purposes only. Larger or smaller
sizes may be used.

For each Data Clock the shift register moves in a left shift
direction, making bit 0 the new bit 1, the old bit 1 the new bit
2. This is a logical left shift operation. This continues until all
bits are exhausted or all Data Clock periods cease. The most
significant bit (MSB), bit 31, is pushed off the end of the shift
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register and is discarded. In order to not run out of incoming
bits, the scramble bit is loaded into the shift input, and on the
next period becomes the new bit 0.

The other signal which is important is the Clk Calc 2 signal.
By using two bits from the shift register and combining them
using an XOR function, the Clk Calc 2 signal is created. This
signal then goes to the clock generator circuit 508.

FIG. 8 is a top level diagram of the password shift register
block 504. The password shift register 504 works in much the
same manner as the random code generator 506 with a few
exceptions. First, the MSB of the shift register is not dis-
carded, but a circular shift is performed. This means that the
MSB bit is loaded, on the new period, into the least significant
bit (LSB). This is the normal operating mode.

The initial value for the password shift register 504 does
not come from a combination of transactor keys, but from a
secured valued preloaded in some manor which does not
compromise the security of the shared password (secret key).

Additionally the shift register in the password shift register
504 operates using PASS CLK and not the Data Clock. This
allows known variations and relations to be used to operate
each shift register, with the potential desire to run each clock
at related but different rates. if a value of all zeros resides
within the shift register the security enable bit is then unas-
serted and the encryption/decryption of information is dis-
abled. The use of two shift register bits is used to create the
Clk Calc 1 signal in a manner similar to the Random Code
Generator block 506.

The password shift register 504 creates the PASS Code out
signal based on the MSB from the shift register. Because of
the potential of multiple clock domains, some amount of
synchronization, ofthis signal, is required. If PASS Clock and
Data Clock are different, non-phase locked clocks, this could
potentially create a metastability case between the two
domains. Synchronizing of the PASS code out signal is
required for the Data Clock domain.

FIG. 9 is a top level diagram of the Clock Generator block
508. This block 508 creates the PASS Clock used by the
password shift register 504. It also controls the DATA clock
for the random code generator 506. Proper implementation is
required and care must be taken in its implementation of this
section, to follow good clock design practices. Selection of
clock frequency is determined by the Clk Calcl and the Clk
Calc 2 signals. The two signals Clk Calc1 and Clk Calc2 are
combined (in this example a simple OR function is used) and
selected from potentially different generated clocks to supply
as the PASS Clk.

Based upon a system reference clock, Clock X and ClockY
may be at different frequencies. The frequencies may be
related or have a directional component, or vary with the
direction of data transfer between the reader and tag. A related
clock would be some multiples of the system reference clock.
If for example the system clock runs at a high rate, Clock X
may divide the system reference clock by a value X while the
Clock Y period may divide the system reference clock by a
factor of Y. For example, if the system reference clock is 2
Mhz, then a divide by 2 would yield a Clock X of 1 Mhz and
a divide by 4 would yield a Clock Y of 500 Khz.

If the communication link is not symmetrical (that being
the information from transactor A to transactor B travels at a
rate M, and transactor B to A at a rate of N) periods of Clock
X and Clock Y may correspond to these transmission rates or
frequencies. If different, it further confuses the casual
observer, by also adding a component of directional duration
into the calculation of the encryption algorithm, For example,
if the forward direction (transactor A to transactor B) runs at
a rate of 160 Khz, and the reverse direction (transactor B to
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transactor A) run at a rate of 8 Khz, then these values may be
used for the periods of Clock X and Clock Y respectively.

From the above sections, Clk Calc 1 and Clk Calc2 are
generated based upon the selected bits of the individual shift
registers. By combining these bits using an XOR function,
random, but calculated values are generated. These values are
then combined (using an XOR function) to select between
different clock frequencies for shifting the Password Code
shift register. By shifting the register in a pseudo random
order, random to the uninformed casual observer, a high level
of security is maintained. FIG. 12 and associated description
expand on this concept.

Additionally, shifting of the Password Code shift register
can be halted altogether, periodically, or irregularly, to further
improve encryption. For instance, the clock generator 508
could include a circuit that halts the clock when Clk Calc 1 or
Clk Calc2 include a particular sequence of bits. The starting
and stopping affects how the data output from the registers is
XORed, making the sequence based on the numbers more
complex, i.e., harder to break.

It should also be noted that the rates at which the password
code generator shift register and the random code generator
shift register operate may be selected in a number of different
fashions. One option is to use pre-determined, calculated
values, such as valued divided down from a system reference
clock, or requiring a different or the same value for both
clocks. Another option is under the direction of a non-sym-
metrical communication link, where the transmission of the
transmit clock period differs from the receive clock period.
These clock periods may be used for shift register clock rates.
A combination of these can also be implemented.

As part of the initialization of the clocks, shift registers, and
“scrambling” the initial choices for key codes, a number of
cycles should be run. This effectively scrambles the informa-
tion contained within the two shift registers.

Method and Circuit to Use Reader Random Number and Tag
Random Number+Password to Generate Seedless Pseudo-
Random Numbers

FIG. 10 illustrates a packet of data 1000 transmitted
between the transactors, assumed here to be a reader and a tag.
Each packet includes a preamble, a command (e.g., 8 bit
command), and payload. The preamble, for example, tells the
tag to spin up its oscillator to a certain frequency and then
start. The command instructs the tag to perform some func-
tion such as a read, write, acknowledge, select, send, etc. the
payload can be any type of data desired to be transmitted,
retrieved, CRC, etc. The length of the command or preamble
can also be used to indicate the type of encryption. For
instance, an 8 bit command indicates one type of encryption,
while a 9 bit command indicates another type of encryption.
The net result is that the time to decrypt the data can be
reduced as the receiving device can determine which type of
encryption to apply. This also enhances overall security by
further increasing the apparent randomness of the exchange.

The payload can include passwords and other data, which
are sent encrypted using the methodology presented herein.
The preamble and command are nonsecure, transmitted in
unencrypted form, so security in the recipient is bypassed.
However, the payload is encrypted. As mentioned above with
reference to FIG. 6, abit (0) in the command turns security off
for the command portion. However, the payload data itself is
used to enable or disable security for the payload portion. The
scramble bit appears to the plain eye as random. As long as it
is synchronized at the reader and tag, the security method
functions properly.

Every time a secure link is initiated, and security is
enabled, new random numbers are generated. To initiate com-
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munication between the tag and reader, the reader queries the
tag for its identifying information. The tag sends back its
identifying information and the reader selects the password
associated with that particular tag. The exchange process then
starts as set forth above. The reader indicates that it wants to
initiate a secure transaction. The reader sends its 16 bit ran-
dom number (RN16_R). The tag acknowledges the command
and sends back its 16 bit random number (RN16_T). The
random numbers are loaded in registers. The reader sends a
command with a scrambled payload, which may or may not
include a CRC. If the payload is not successfully
descrambled, or the CRC doesn’t match the associated data,
the tag won’t respond. If the payload is successfully
descrambled, a series of communication exchanges occurs.

FIG. 11 is a simplified diagram of a circuit 1100 for gen-
erating pseudo-random numbers. The reader and tag each
have two 32 bit shift registers 1102, 1104, similar or the same
as the registers shown in FIGS. 7 and 8. The first register 1102
contains the 32 bit password. The second register 1104 is
loaded with the 16 bit RN16_R and 16 bit RN16_T. Next, a
sequence is generated from the original random numbers and
password However, if the registers merely used the password
and the same random numbers, shifting a bit each cycle, the
sequence would repeat every 32 cycles. To avoid this, the
random numbers are essentially only used once. In the first
cycle, the output of the registers 1102, 1104 are XORed, and
the result is output for transmission to the other device, but is
also fed back into the second register 1104. In the next cycle,
the (shifted) password in the first register 1102 is XORed with
new number in the second register 1104 (result of previous
XOR cycle). Thus the number in the second register 1104 is
always changing so the sequence becomes long and compli-
cated, i.e., impractical to break. In other words, an essentially
nonrepeating sequence is generated. Each machine generates
the exact same sequence so communication can take place.

Because the sequence begins with a known password and

random numbers, it is not truly random, but rather is pseudo
random. The sequence is seedless, because it begins with
random numbers each cycle, the new random numbers being
the result of the previous XOR function. Each time a sequence
is started with a new random number, the seed changes and so
the behavior of the sequence is unpredictable. Thus, the
sequence appears to be completely random.
Method and Circuit for Generating Data Encryption Standard
(DES) Coding with Variable Offset of Number of Cycles
Controlled by All Three of Password, Reader Random Num-
ber, and Tag Random Number

FIG. 12 illustrates a circuit 1200 for generating DES cod-
ing with variable cycle offset. DES coding generally includes
the steps of taking a key and another number and XORing
them in a first cycle. In the second cycle, the result from the
first cycle is XORed against the key again. In the third cycle,
the result from the second cycle is XORed against the key
again. This is repeated for several cycles. The more cycles, the
harder the encryption is to break. However, more cycles
require more processing time. So there is a cost/speed trade
off. Further, DES coding can be broken by using pairings of
data and breaking the sequence cycle by cycle. Therefore, it
would be desirable to create both a large number of cycles,
and a variable number of cycles. The cycles should be irregu-
lar, e.g., not the same length.

Referring again to FIG. 12, a first register 1202 stores the
password, and the second register 1204 stores the random
numbers. Bits of information are extracted from the password
and XORed with each other. Also, a bit from the RN16_T and
a bit from the RN16_R are XORed. Then the results from
XORing the password bits and random number bits are
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XORed. This result is fed into a clock generator 1206 to set a
logic state of the generator 1206. In one state, the clock
generator 1206 allows the clock signal to pass to the first
register 1202. In the other state, the clock signal is blocked.
The result is that the first register 1202 operates sporadically,
typically at one half the rate as the second register 1204
(which operates continuously). Thus a staggered effect is
created, and it is nearly impossible to back out the sequence.

To further enhance the encryption, one of the registers can
be attached to a 2x, 3x, etc. clock.

As long as the receiving hardware has the password and the
initial random numbers, the receiving hardware can reverse
XOR the data to extract the data rather simply.

X Number of Precycles Prior to Outputting Data to Scramble

As mentioned above, a number of cycles with no output at
all should be run as part of the initialization sequence to
effectively scramble the information contained within the two
shift registers. For example, 128 cycles can be run before
allowing output, but can be any number of cycles. Even if a
hacker tried to go back and extract the data, he or she would
be missing the key 128 cycles. In the case where the random
number register is always changing because it is being fed the
XOR result of the first and second registers, and the clock is
varying from the XOR staggering function on selected bits of
the registers, the sequence is even more complex.

There has thus been described a security method and cir-
cuit that is simple to implement in hardware (e.g., 64 shift
registers, <1000 transistors), and requires very little power.
Data can be transmitted in parallel to operation of circuit, so
speed is high.

While various embodiments have been described above, it
should be understood that they have been presented by way of
example only, and not limitation. Thus, the breadth and scope
of'a preferred embodiment should not be limited by any ofthe
above-described exemplary embodiments, but should be
defined only in accordance with the following claims and
their equivalents.

What is claimed is:

1. A method, comprising:

storing, in a first register of a first Radio Frequency Iden-
tification (RFID) device, a secret code associated with a
second RFID device;

generating, at the first RFID device, a first random number;

storing, in a second register of the first RFID device, the
first random number;

storing, in the second register of the first RFID device, a
second random number generated at the second RFID
device;

receiving output from the first and second registers;

applying an exclusive OR (XOR) application to the output
from the first register and the output from the second
register to generate a random number sequence for data
encryption;

feeding the random number sequence into the second reg-
ister of the first RFID device in a subsequent cycle,
wherein a plurality of cycles are executed prior to trans-
mission of data to the second RFID device; and

transmitting a packet of data from the first RFID device to
the second RFID device, the packet of data comprising a
command and an encrypted payload, wherein at least a
portion of the command is unencrypted,

wherein the command is configured to instruct the second
RFID device to perform a function,

wherein the function is selected from the group consisting
of: read; write; acknowledge; select; send; and combi-
nations thereof.
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2. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein a bit length of the
command indicates a type of encryption.

3. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the packet of
data also includes a preamble, a bit length of the preamble
indicating a type of encryption.

4. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein a portion of the
command is encrypted.

5. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the secret code
is a 32 bit secret code.

6. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the first random
number and the second random number each comprise 16
bits.

7. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the packet of
data also includes an unencrypted preamble.

8. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the packet of
data is a plain message.

9. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the first RFID
device is a RFID reader, and wherein the second RFID device
is a RFID tag.

10. A system, comprising:

a processor for exchanging data; and

logic integrated with and/or executable by the processor,

the logic being configured to:

store, in a first register of a first Radio Frequency Iden-
tification (RFID) device, a secret code associated with
a second RFID device;

generate a first random number;

store, in a second register of the first RFID device, the
first random number;

store in the second register of the first RFID device, a
second random number generated at the second RFID
device;

generate a random number sequence for encrypting
data, wherein generation of the random number
sequence comprises: applying an exclusive OR
(XOR) application to output from the first register and
output from the second register; and

wirelessly transmit a packet of data from the first RFID

device to the second RFID device, the packet of data
comprising an unencrypted command and an encrypted
payload,

wherein the command is configured to instruct the second

RFID device to perform a function,

wherein the function is selected from the group consist-
ing of: read; write; acknowledge; select; send; and
combinations thereof.

11. A computer program product comprising a non-transi-
tory computer readable medium having computer code
embodied therewith, the computer code readable and/or
executable by a processor to cause the processor to:

store, in a first register of a first Radio Frequency Identifi-

cation (RFID) device, a secret code associated with a
second RFID device;

generate a first random number;

store, in a second register of the first RFID device, the first

random number;

store in the second register of the first RFID device, a

second random number generated at the second RFID
device;

generate a random number sequence for encrypting data,

wherein generation of the random number sequence
comprises: applying an exclusive OR (XOR) applica-
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tion to output from the first register and output from the
second register; and wirelessly transmit a packet of data
from the first RFID device to the second RFID device,
the packet of data comprising an unencrypted command
and an encrypted payload,

wherein the command is configured to instruct the second

RFID device to perform a function,

wherein the function is selected from the group consist-
ing of: read; write; acknowledge; select; send; and
combinations thereof.

12. A method as recited in claim 1, further comprising:

transmitting a request from the first RFID device to the

second RFID device for identification information asso-
ciated with the second RFID device;
receiving, at the first RFID device, identification informa-
tion associated with the second RFID device; and

selecting, at the first RFID device, the secret code associ-
ated with the first RFID device based on the received
identification information.

13. A method as recited in claim 12, further comprising:

generating, at the first RFID device, a first challenge code

using the first random number and the secret code via
implementation of a XOR application;

transmitting the first challenge code from the first RFID

device to the second RFID device;
receiving, at the first RFID device, a second challenge code
from the second RFID device, wherein the second chal-
lenge code comprises: the second random number gen-
erated at the second RFID device, and the first random
number extracted from the first challenge code by the
second RFID device using the secret code viaimplemen-
tation of an inverse XOR application, wherein the sec-
ond challenge code is generated at the first RFID device
via implementation of a XOR application; and

extracting, at the first RFID device, the second random
number from the second challenge code using the first
random number via implementation of an inverse XOR
application.

14. A method as recited in claim 13, further comprising
transmitting a cyclic redundancy check from the first RFID
device to the second RFID device for verification of the first
random number.

15. A method as recited in claim 14, further comprising
receiving, at the first RFID device, a cyclic redundancy check
from the second RFID device for verification of the second
random number.

16. A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the first register
is a shifting register.

17. A method as recited in claim 16, further comprising
controlling shifting of the first register using a clock signal,
wherein the first register is clocked differently than the sec-
ond register.

18. The system as recited in claim 10, further comprising
logic integrated with and/or executable by the processor to
cause the processor to: feed the random number sequence into
the second register of the first RFID device in a subsequent
cycle, wherein a plurality of cycles are executed prior to
output of data.



